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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments presented in the pre-appeal conference request filed 18 January 2007 
have been fully considered and are persuasive enough to overcome the § 102 rejection(s) over 
Willems (U.S. Patent No. 5,613,090). Those rejections have been withdrawn. However, applicant's 
arguments are not fully persuasive. 

Applicant argues that modifying the invention shown by Willems in figure 9 by making the 
window manager remote as described in prior art figure 8 would disregard the primary stated goal of 
the invention of figure 9, which is to reduce network traffic. That is, applicant essentially argues that 
Willems teaches away from making such a modification. 

Whether Willems teaches away from modifying the invention of figure 9 to arrive at 
applicant's claimed invention is irrelevant here because Willems does not teach away from modifying 
the prior art shown in figure 8 to arrive at the claimed invention. 

The only substantial difference between prior art figure 8 disclosed by Willems and 
applicant's claimed invention is that in Willems' figure 8 the window manager does not necessarily 
control the client's locally run applications. See Willems at fig. 8; col. 13, 11. 39-58. However, this 
feature was known in the art as shown by Willems in figure 9. It would have been obvious to 
modify the prior art window manager of figure 8 by enabling it to control a client's locally run 
applications to reduce the amount of front-end code required. See Willems at col. 14, 11. 1-5. 

It has also come to the examiner's attention that the rejection(s) over the Frese reference 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,909,545) should not have been withdrawn because Frese still anticipates the 
claims for the reasons that are set forth in the rejection(s) below. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in 
this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 1-10, 18, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Frese (U.S. Patent No. 5,909,545). 

As to claim 1, Frese teaches a server-based computing system, comprising at least one server 
(20) and at least one client computer (16), connected to the server (20) through a network, wherein 
the server (20) comprises means for providing the client computer (1 6) with a user interface (web 
page), wherein the client computer (16) comprises an input device for providing input to an 
application (22) through the user interface (web page) and a display device for presenting output 
from an application (22) through the user interface (web page), wherein the server (20) comprises 
means for running the application (22), wherein the client computer (16) comprises means for 
locally running at least one further application (18), wherein the system comprises means for 
controlling the locally run applications (1 8) through the user interface (web page) provided by the 
server (20). See Frese at fig. 1; col. 6, 11. 39 to col 8, 11. 50. 

Claim 1 recites "the client computer ... is configured to enable the server ... to control the 
display on a screen of the display device ... of a screen area having contents generated locally on the 
client computer" (emphasis added). To meet this limitation, Frese's client computer (16) merely 
needs to be capable of enabling the server (20) to control the display on a screen of the display 
device of a screen area having contents generated locally on the client computer (16). See MPEP § 
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2111.04. Frese's client computer (16) is connected to the server (20) via a network and is therefore 
capable of enabling the server (20) to control the display on a screen of the display device of a 
screen area having contents generated locally on the client computer (16). See Frese at fig. 1; col. 6, 
11. 39 to col. 8, 11. 50. 

Moreover, Frese would anticipated the claims even if they actually required the server to 
control the display on a screen of the display device of a screen area having contents generated 
locally on the client computer. Specifically, Frese teaches a server (20) that controls the display on a 
screen of the display device of a screen area (specifies RDM applet 18's parameters) having contents 
generated locally (RDM applet 18's display) on the client computer (16). See Frese at fig. 1; col. 6, 11. 
39 to col. 8, 11: 50. 

As to claim 2, Frese teaches means for controlling an application (22) running on the server 
(20) and further applications (18), running locally, through the user interface (web page). See Frese 
at fig. 1; col. 6, 11. 39 to col. 8, U. 50. 

As to claim 3, Frese teaches that the user interface (web page) comprises means for initiating 
a locally run application (18). See Frese at fig. 1; col. 6, 11. 39 to col. 8, 11. 50. 

As to claim 4, Frese further teaches means for presenting an overview of available 
applications installed on the server and on the client computer through the user interface. See Frese 
at col. 7. U. 46-55; col. 8, U. 8-10. 

As to claim 5, Frese teaches that the user interface comprises means for presenting an 
overview of applications running on the server (20). See Frese at col. 8, 11. 8-10. 

As to claim 6, Frese teaches that the user interface (web page) comprises means for 
generating a merged local client screen for display on the display device. See Frese at fig. 1; col. 6, 11. 
39 to col. 8, 11. 50. 
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As to claim 7, Frese teaches that the server (20) comprises means for controlling the display 
of the merged local client screen on the display device. See Frese at fig. 1; col. 6, 11. 39 to col. 8, 11. 
50. 

As to claim 8, Frese teaches that the client computer (16) comprises means for generating a 
local client screen area (browser), comprising visual output from the locally run applications (18), 
and the server (20) comprises means for generating a screen area, wherein the system comprises 
means for merging the local client screen area and the screen area generated by the server, to form a 
local client screen. See Frese at fig. 1; col. 6, 11. 39 to col 8, U. 50. 

As to claim 9, Frese teaches means for automatically updating the local client screen, when 
changes occur in the local client screen or in the screen area generated by the server. See Frese at 
fig. 1; col. 6, 11. 39 to col. 8, U. 50. 

As to claim 10, Frese teaches means for selecting a running application; and means for 
providing input to the selected application or means for presenting output from the selected 
application on the client computer (16) through the user interface (web page). See Frese at fig. 1; 
col. 6, 11. 39 to col. 8, 11. 50. 

As to claim 18, Frese teaches a computer program stored on a computer readable medium, 
wherein the computer program can be loaded onto a server (20) through a network to a client 
computer (16) wherein the client computer (16) comprises an input device for providing an input to 
an application (22) through a user interface (web page) and a display device for presenting output 
from an application (22) through the user interface (web page), wherein the server (20) comprises 
means for running the application (22), wherein the client computer (16) comprises means for 
locally running at least one further application (18), and wherein the server (20) and client computer 
(16) comprise means for controlling the locally run applications (18) through a user interface (web 



Application/Control Number: 10/040,149 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2153 

page) provided by the server (20), wherein the computer program, when run on the server (20) 
instructs the server (20) to provide the client computer (16) with the user interface (web page). 

Claim 1 8 recites "the computer program . . . allows the server to control the display on a 
screen of the display device ... of a screen area having contents generated locally on the client 
computer" (emphasis added). To meet this limitation, Frese's server (20) merely needs to be capable 
of controlling the display on a screen of the display device of a screen area having contents 
generated locally on the client computer (16). See MPEP § 2111.04. Frese's server (20) is connected 
to the client computer (1 6) via a network and is therefore capable of controlling the display on a 
screen of the display device of a screen area having contents generated locally on the client 
computer (16). See Frese at fig. 1; col. 6, U. 39 to col. 8, U. 50. 

Moreover, Frese would anticipated the claims even if they actually required the server to 
control the display on a screen of the display device of a screen area having contents generated 
locally on the client computer. Specifically, Frese teaches a server (20) that controls the display on a 
screen of the display device of a screen area (specifies RDM applet 18's parameters) having contents 
generated locally (RDM applet 18's display) on the client computer (16). See Frese at fig, 1; col. 6, U. 
39 to col. 8, U. 50. 

As to claim 19, Frese teaches a computer program stored on a computer readable medium, 
wherein the computer program can be loaded onto a computer (16), the computer (16) being 
connected through a network to a server (20), and comprising an input device for providing input to 
an application (22) through a user interface (web page) and a display device for presenting output 
from an application (22) through the user interface (web page), wherein the server (20), comprises 
means for running an application (22), and wherein the computer comprises means for locally 
running at least one further application (18), wherein the computer program, when run on the 
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computer (16), causes the computer to accept the user interface (web page), the user interface (web 
page) being configured for controlling the at least one locally run application (18) and being 
provided by the server (20), and further causes the computer (16) to display a screen area having 
contents generated locally (RDM applet 18's display) on the client computer (16) according to 
display properties (applet parameters) specified by (in an APP tag) the server (20). See Frese at fig. 
1; col. 6,11. 39 to col. 8,11.50. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claims 1-10, 18, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Willems (U.S. Patent No. 5,613,090). 

As to claim 1 , in regards to figure 8, Willems describes a prior art X Windows environment, 
comprising at least one server (X server) and at least one client computer, connected to the server 
(X server) through a network, wherein the server (X server) comprises means for providing the 
client computer with a user interface (window manager 100), wherein the client computer comprises 
an input device for providing input to an application (X applications) through the user interface 
(window manager 100) and a display device for presenting output from an application (X 
applications) through the user interface (window manager 100), wherein the server (X server) 
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comprises means for running the application (X applications). See Willems at fig. 8; col. 13, U. 39- 
58. 

Willems does not expressly disclose that the client computer comprises means for locally 
running at least one further application. Nonetheless, it was well known in the art to provide a client 
computer with means for running local applications. It would have been obvious to provide such a 
means here so that users can run their own local applications. 

The prior art shown in figure 8 of Willems does not teach controlling locally run applications 
through the user interface (window manager 100) provided by the server (X server). However, 
enabling a window manager (i.e., a user interface) to control locally run applications was well known 
in the art, as evidenced by Willems discussion in regards to figure 9. 

In regards to figure 9, Willems describes a window manager that controls a client's locally 
run applications and provides advantages such as reducing the amount of front-end code required. 
See Willems at fig. 9; col. 13, 11. 59 to col. 14, 11. 13. It would have been obvious to modify the prior 
art window manager of figure 8 by enabling it to control a client's locally run applications to reduce 
the amount of front-end code required. See Willems at col. 14, U. 1-5. 

Claim 1 recites "the client computer ... is configured to enable the server ... to control the 
display on a screen of the display device ... of a screen area having contents generated locally on the 
client computer" (emphasis added). To meet this limitation Willems' client computer merely needs 
to be capable of enabling the server (X server) to control the display on a screen of the display 
device of a screen area having contents generated locally on the client computer (16). See MPEP § 
2111.04. Willems' client computer is connected to the server (X Server) via a network and is 
therefore capable of enabling the server (X Server) to control the display on a screen of the display 
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device of a screen area having contents generated locally on the client computer. See Willems at fig. 
9. 

Moreover, Willems would obviate the claims even if they actually required the server to 
control the display on a screen of the display device of a screen area having contents generated 
locally on the client computer because enabling the window manager to control a client's locally run 
applications would enable it to control the display on a screen area of the display device of a screen 
area having contents generated locally on the client computer. See Willems at fig. 9; col. 13, U. 59 to 
col. 14, 11. 13. 

As to claim 2, Willems further teaches means for controlling an application running on the 
server and further applications, running locally, through the user interface. See Willems at fig. 8, 9; 
col. 13, U. 39 to col. 14, 11.13. 

As to claim 3, Willems does not expressly disclose that the user interface comprises means 
for initiating a locally run application. However, it was well known in the art that X Windows 
environments provide means for initiating locally run applications. It would have been obvious to 
provide means for initiating locally run applications here to enable users to conveniendy initiate the 
locally run applications. See Willems at fig. 8, 9; col. 13, U. 39 to col. 14, 11. 13. 

As to claims 4 and 5, Willems does not expressly disclose presenting an overview of available 
applications installed on the client and/or the server. However, it was well known in the art that X 
Windows environments provide means for presenting an overview of available applications. It 
would have been obvious to provide means for presenting an overview of available applications to 
enable users to conveniendy locate available applications. 

As to claim 6, Willems further teaches means for generating a merged local client screen, for 
display on the display device. See Willems at fig. 8, 9; col. 13, 11. 39 to col. 14, 11. 13. 
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As to claim 7, Willems further teaches that the server comprises means for controlling the 
display of the merged local client screen on the display device. See Willems at fig. 8, 9; col. 13, 11. 39 
to col. 14, 11. 13. 

As to claim 8, Willems further teaches that the client computer comprises means for 
generating a local client screen area, comprising visual output from the locally run applications, and 
the server comprises means for generating a screen area, wherein the system comprises means for 
merging the local client screen area and the screen area generated by the server, to form the local 
client screen area. See Willems at fig. 8, 9; col. 13, 11. 39 to col. 14, 11. 13. 

As to claim 9, Willems further teaches means for automatically updating the local client 
screen, when changes occur in the local client screen, when changes occur in the local client screen 
area and/or in the screen area generated by the server. See Willems at fig. 8, 9; col. 13, 11. 39 to col. 
14, 11. 13. 

As to claim 10, Willems further teaches means for selecting a running application; and means 
for providing input to the selected application and/ or means for presenting output from the selected 
application on the client computer through the user interface. See Willems at fig. 8, 9; col. 13, U. 39 
to col. 14,11. 13. 

As to claim 18, in regards to figure 8, Willems describes a prior art X Windows environment, 
comprising a computer program stored on a computer readable medium, wherein the computer 
program can be loaded onto a server (X server) connected through a network to a client computer 
wherein the client computer comprises an input device for providing input to an application (X 
applications) through a user interface (window manager 100), wherein the server (X server) 
comprises means for running the application (X applications). See Willems at fig. 8; col. 13, U. 39- 
58. 
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Willems does not expressly disclose that the client computer comprises means for locally 
running at least one further application. Nonetheless, it was well known in the art to provide a client 
computer with means for running local applications. It would have been obvious to provide such a 
means here so that users can run their own local applications. 

The prior art shown in figure 8 of Willems does not teach controlling locally run applications 
through the user interface (window manager 100) provided by the server (X server). However, 
enabling a window manager (i.e., a user interface) to control locally run applications was well known 
in the art, as evidenced by Willems discussion in regards to figure 9. 

In regards to figure 9, Willems describes a window manager that controls a client's locally 
run applications and provides advantages such as reducing the amount of front-end code required. 
See Willems at fig. 9; col. 13, 11. 59 to col. 14, 11. 13. It would have been obvious to modify the prior 
art window manager of figure 8 by enabling it to control a client's locally run applications to reduce 
the amount of front-end code required. See Willems at col. 14, 11. 1-5. 

Claim 1 8 recites "the computer program . . . allows the server to control the display on a 
screen of the display device ... of a screen area having contents generated locally on the client 
computer" (emphasis added). To meet this limitation, Willems' server merely needs to be capable of 
controlling the display on a screen of the display device of a screen area having contents generated 
locally on the client computer (16). See MPEP § 2111.04. Willems's server is connected to the 
client computer via a network and is therefore capable of controlling the display on a screen of the 
display device of a screen area having contents generated locally on the client computer (16). See 
Willems at fig. 8; col. 13, 11. 39-58. 

Moreover, Willems would obviate the claims even if they actually required the server to 
control the display on a screen of the display device of a screen area having contents generated 
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locally on the client computer because enabling the window manager to control a client's locally run 
applications would enable it to control the display on a screen area of the display device of a screen 
area having contents generated locally on the client computer. See Willems at fig. 9; col. 13, U. 59 to 
col. 14, 11.13. 

As to claim 19, Willems teaches a computer program stored on a computer readable 
medium, wherein the computer program can be loaded onto a computer, the computer being 
connected through a network to a server (X server), and comprising an input device for providing 
input to an application (X applications) through a user interface (window manager 100) and a display 
device for presenting output from an application (X applications) through the user interface 
(window manager 100), wherein the server (X server), comprises means for running an application 
(X applications). See Willems at fig. 8; col. 13, 11. 39-58. 

Willems does not expressly disclose that the computer comprises means for locally running 
at least one further application. Nonetheless, it was well known in the art to provide a client 
computer with means for running local applications. It would have been obvious to provide such a 
means here so that users can run their own local applications. 

The prior art shown in figure 8 of Willems does not teach that the user interface (window 
manager 100) controls the at least one locally run application and causes the computer to display a 
screen area having contents generated locally on the client computer according to display properties 
specified by the server. However, enabling a window manager (i.e., a user interface) to control 
locally run applications was well known in the art, as evidenced by Willems discussion in regards to 
figure 9. 

In regards to figure 9, Willems describes a window manager that controls a client's locally 
run applications and provides advantages such as reducing the amount of front-end code required. 
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See WiUems at fig. 9; col. 13, 11. 59 to col. 14, U. 13. It would have been obvious to modify the prior 
art window manager of figure 8 by enabling it to control a client's locally run applications to reduce 
the amount of front-end code required. See WiUems at col. 14, 11. 1-5. Enabling the window 
manager of figure 8 to control the client's locally run applications would cause the user interface to 
display a screen area having contents generated locally on the client computer according to display 
properties specified by the server. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Philip S. Scuderi whose telephone number is (571) 272-5865. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:00 am - 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Glenton B. Burgess can be reached on (571) 272-3949. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-dkect.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 



Conclusion 



system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-100* 
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